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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office action is responsive to communications filed 10 February 2005. 

i 

2. Per Applicant’s request, amended claims 1, 4,13-18 and 19-23 have been entered. Claims 1- 
23 are pending. 

3. Claims 1-23 have been examined. 

4. Note that portions of this Office action rely on the prior Office action, which was mailed 18 
November 2004, paper number 11262001. However, claims requiring modification, necessitated by 
amendment, have been fully outlined in this Office action. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 10 February 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Per claims 1,17 and 21-23: 

The Applicant states that Sundaresan does not teach or reasonably suggest the newly added 
limitation regarding the third data comprising instructions defining a mapping between data objects 
of the class of data objects and data items having the data exchange format. In response, it is noted 
that col. 2 lines 54-62, reproduced by the Applicant on page 10 of the remarks, states that the 
generated HTML of Sundaresan includes EBNF productions, and that “these productions define 
and document a class and sometimes must refer to another class outside of the class in which they 
reside.” (col. 2 lines 56-58) These automatically generated HTML files consist of instructions which 
define the mapping of classes according to EBNF productions, and as such, according to the 
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broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim, define via instructions a mapping between objects, 
classes, and data items. The rejection of claims 1,17 and 21-23 is proper and maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-3, 7, 8 and 10-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sundareson (USPN 6,675,370), hereafter "Sundaresan", in view of Flanagan (Java In a Nutshell), 
hereafter "Flanagan". 

Per claims 1,17 and 21-23: 

Sundaresan discloses: 

receiving, from a source code file, comment data (col. 1 lines 56-60 "parses... comments") 
first data indicating a parameter of the data exchange format (col. 3 lines 35-42 "custom 
Javadoc tag..." "XML structure"), 

a source code processor of the source language (col. 1 lines 56-60 "Java compiler"); 
receiving from the source code file second data indicating a statement that defines a class of 
data objects in the source language (col. 1 lines 56-58, "parses... declarations... in Java source files... 
classes"; col. 4 lines 45-48 "productions in... classes"); and 

automatically generating (col. 4 lines 21-25 "automatically generated"), based on the first data 
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and the second data (col. 4 lines 15-25 "source code is... processed" - Wherein the 1 st and 2 nd data is 
included.), third data that describes the data exchange format (col. 4 lines 21-25 "HTML 
documentation for each class"; lines 49-51 "HTML corresponding to a production"; col. 3 lines 
35-42 "custom Javadoc tag, @production... class" "XML structure" -Wherein HTML documentation 
comprises the third data.). 

wherein the third data comprises instructions defining a mapping between data objects of 
the class of data objects and data items having the data exchange format (“These productions define 
and document a class and sometimes must refer to another class outside of the class in which they 
reside.” in col. 2 lines 56-58. The grammar of the EBNF productions define mappings between 
classes, objects, and data items.) 

substantially as claimed. Sundaresan does not explicitly disclose the comment data includes 
the first data, the comment data being ignored, nor does Sundaresan explicitly disclose the second 
data associated with the comment data. 

Flanagan teaches an analogous art of utilizing a Javadoc tool with Java source code. Flanagan 
shows first data, similar to the data of Sundaresan, known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention, to be included in the comment data (pg. 233 under Java 
Documentation Comment Syntax paragraph 2 "doc-comment are embedded within a Java 
comment"; pg. 254 under Description paragraph 5 "A doc comment... include tag values... 
javadoc"; pg. 233 under Java Documentation Comment Syntax paragraph 3 "doc-comment... 
javadoc tag"). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to insert within comment data, the first data of Sundaresan because the first 
data is included in the comment data as shown by Flanagan to be parsed by Javadoc separately of 
the declarations of the source language. The data contained within the comment data is not to be 
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interpreted as a part of the source language to be compiled by the Java compiler. 

Flanagan teaches it known to one of ordinary skill in the art that comment data is ignored by 
a source code processor of the source language (pg. 20 under Comments "comment out... code"; 
pg. 233 under Java Documentation Comment Syntax paragraph 1 "comments are not treated by 
compiler") of the source language (pg. 233 "Java language"). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art that the comment data is being ignored in the context of Sundaresan's 
invention because comment data is data, intended for a viewer of the source code file, that describes 
the classes, methods, etc. of the source language to follow .that must be compiled by the source 
code processor. 

Flanagan teaches it known to one of ordinary skill in the art that a second data, as the second 
data of Sundaresan, to be associated with the comment data (pg. 233 "Doc-comments should 
immediately precede the declaration of the class... they are associated with."). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the-art at the time of the applicants invention that the second 
data is associated with the comment data because comment data is intended for a viewer of the 
source code file, that describes the classes, methods, etc. of the source language that follow. 

Per claims 2, 3, 7, 8 and 10-16: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection as outlined in the prior 
Office action. 

Per claim 18: 

The rejection of claim 17 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection as outlined in the prior 


Office action. 
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Per claim 19: 

The rejection of claim 18 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection as outlined in the prior 
Office action. 

Per claim 20: 

The rejection of claim 19 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection as outlined in the prior 
Office action. 

8. Claims 6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sundareson 

(USPN 6,675,370), hereafter "Sundaresan", in view of Flanagan (Java In a Nutshell), hereafter 

"Flanagan", further in view of “The XML Handbook” by Goldfarb et al., hereafter “Goldfarb.” 

* 

Per claims 6 and 9: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection as outlined in the prior 
Office action. 

9. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sundareson 
(USPN 6,675,370), hereafter "Sundaresan", in view of Flanagan (Java In a Nutshell), hereafter 
"Flanagan", further in view of Tuatini (U.S. Patent Application Publication 2001/0054172 Al), 
hereafter “Tuatini.” 


Per claims 4 and 5: 
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The'rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection as outlined in the prior 
Office action. 


Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Trenton J. Roche whose telephone number is (571) 272-3733. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s supervisor, 
Kakali Chaki can be reached on (571) 272-3719. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Trenton J Roche 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2193 
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